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REMARKS 

initially, applicant would like to express his appreciation to Examiner 
Jeffrey G. Hoekstra for the courtesies extended to attorney James Milton during 
a telephone conversation on January 8, 2008. The teiephone conversation 
.nvolved a discussion of the rejection of claims 23-24 under 35 U.S C § 102 <b) 
Exammer Hoekstra explained that the rejections were based on an analysis of 
2 m the Kramer ref e™ce. Also, Examiner Hoekstra agreed that claim 24 
would overcome the cited reference if limited to asymmetrically sensors. 

Claims 1-24 are pending in the application. Claims 1-12, 14-16 and 23-24 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b). Claim 1 3 was rejected under 35 U S C 
§ 103 (a). Claims 17-22 were withdrawn. 

Rejection Under 3S i i.s.C. S m? ( K) 

Claims 1-12, 14-16 and 23-24 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent Number 5.592,401 issued to Kramer on January 

Applicant has avoided this ground of rejection for the following reasons 
Applicant's claim 1, as amended, now recites, 

"multiple sensor* that produce multiple signals based on multiple joint 
motions of an individual; and 

one or more processing components that employ one or more of the 
mulhple signals to make a determination of a positional change of the individual- 
where.n the multiple sensors are adapted to be in contact with an ankle 
knee, h. P , waist, wrist, elbow, and shoulder of the individual, and wherein the 
mulhple sensors produce signals for the one or mom prccessing components to 
measure three dimensional motion of the ank.e. the knee, the hip. the waist, the 
wrist, the elbow, and the shoulder.; 

IMMM "Mltfple sensors are vnann** ^ 

indiYtduff j ; and ' 

wherein the multiple joint motions are measured and reconstructed from 
a known starting location and recorded position information to determine a path 
traversed by the individual." 
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Kramer does not teach this limitation. Instead, Kramer discloses sensors 
that are arranged bi-laterally and symmetrically on the individual, as shown in 
FIG. 2. However, contrary to applicants' claim 1, Kramer does not teach "the 
multiple sensors are arranged asymmetrically on the individual" elements, as 
recited in applicant's claim 1. Thus, Kramer is missing the "asymmetrically" 
element, as recited in applicant's claim 1. 

Thus, the clear teaching of Kramer is that the multiple sensors are not 
arranged asymmetrically on the individual. 

In view of the foregoing, applicant submits that Kramer does not describe 
each and every element of claim 1, and therefore claim 1 is not anticipated by 
Kramer. Since claims 2-16 and 23-24 depend from allowable claim 1, these 
dependent claims are also allowable over Kramer. 

Rejection U nder 35 U.S.C. S 103 f ») 

Claim 13 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over Kramer In view of U. S. Patent Number 6,013,007 issued to Root et aL on 
January 1 1 , 2000. 

Applicant respectfully traverses this ground of rejection. 

This rejection is based on the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §102 (b) being 
proper. As that ground of rejection has been overcome, and none of the cited 
references teach or suggest "wherein the multiple sensors are arranged 
asymmetrically on the individual", as recited in applicants claim 1, the 
combination of Kramer and Root does not supply this missing element. Thus, 
this combination does not make obvious any of applicant's claims, all of which 
require the aforesaid limitation. 
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Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that the Office Action's rejections have been 
overcome and that this application is now in condition for allowance 
Reconsrderation and allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, allowance of all claims 
pending is respectfully requested, if a telephone conference would be of 
ass,stance in advancing the prosecution of this application, the Examiner Is 
invited to call applicant's attorney. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: February 27, 2008 

Patti, Hewitt & Arezina, LLC 
Customer Number 32205 



By_ 




Carmen B. Patti 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 26,784 
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